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IMPACTS OF THIS PROPOSITION ON CLIMATE 
CHANGE REGULATION




Source: United States Bureau of Labor Statistics; seasonally adjusted data.
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Various Climate Change Regulatory Activities 
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Two Texas oil companies paid millions of dollars to put Prop. 23 on 
the ballot, and are paying millions more to promote Prop. 23 with a 
deceptive campaign.
There’s much more than climate change at stake . . . Prop. 23 
threatens public health and our economy.
Prop. 23 is a Dirty Energy Proposition that would:
• Kill vitally needed clean energy and air pollution standards.
• Kill competition from California’s wind, solar and alternative fuel 
companies.
• Jeopardize nearly 500,000 jobs in California.
• Result in higher energy costs for consumers.
RESPECTED ORGANIZATIONS AND LEADERS WARN  
PROP. 23 is DECEPTIVE, DANGEROUS, and COSTLY.
Dr. Charles D. Kolstad, Chair, Department of Economics, University of 
California-Santa Barbara:
“Prop. 23 will not help the California economy. In fact, Prop. 23 will 
cause the loss of California jobs in the clean energy field, one sector of 
our economy producing significant job growth.”
The League of  Women Voters of California:
“Claims by its promoters that 23 would only be in place for a short 
time are FALSE. Prop. 23 effectively repeals clean energy and air 
pollution standards indefinitely, and jeopardizes dozens of regulations 
that promote energy efficiency and pollution reduction.”
American Lung Association in California:
“Prop. 23 would allow polluters to avoid laws that require them to 
reduce harmful greenhouse gases and air pollution. 23 is a serious threat 
to public health.”





American Lung Association in California
DR. CHARLES D. KOLSTAD, Chairman
Department of Economics, University of California-Santa Barbara
THE PROBLEM: CALIFORNIA’S GLOBAL WARMING 
MANDATES ARE ON THE WRONG TRACK
Climate change is a serious issue that should be addressed 
thoughtfully and responsibly. However, now is not the time to 
implement AB32, California’s costly global warming law, especially 
since the California Air Resources Board (CARB) acknowledges AB32 
cannot “change the course of climate change.”
California already has a $20 billion deficit and leads the nation in 
lost jobs, home foreclosures and debt. Implementing AB32 will cost 
taxpayers and consumers billions and destroy over a million jobs. Voters 
must stop these self-imposed energy cost increases that will further 
damage our economy and families.
THE SOLUTION: PROPOSITION 23
Proposition 23 suspends AB32 until the economy improves. It 
preserves California’s strict environmental laws but protects us from 
dramatically higher energy costs. Proposition 23 saves jobs, prevents a 
tax increase, maintains environmental protections and helps families 
during these tough economic times.
PROPOSITION 23 SAVES BILLIONS IN HIGHER ENERGY 
TAXES AND COSTS
California’s poor, working and middle class families are dealing with 
lost jobs, fewer hours and furloughs. California households cannot 
afford $3800 a year in higher AB32 costs.
“AB 32 will cause California households to face higher prices both directly 
for electricity, natural gas, and gasoline, and indirectly as businesses pass costs 




Other countries and states prudently postponed implementing their 
global warming laws until economic conditions improve.
Without Proposition 23 higher energy prices will hit small businesses 
and employers, forcing more lay-offs and business closures.
Other countries that passed global warming laws experienced a loss of 
two blue collar jobs for every one green job created.
Proposition 23 saves over a million at-risk jobs, including high-
paying blue collar and union jobs, and doesn’t limit green job creation.
PROPOSITION 23 PRESERVES CALIFORNIA’S STRICT PUBLIC 
HEALTH, ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTIONS
California has the toughest environmental laws in the country. 
Proposition 23 doesn’t weaken or repeal the hundreds of laws that 
protect the environment, reduce air pollution, keep our water clean and 
protect public health.
Proposition 23 applies to greenhouse gas emissions, which CARB 
concedes “have no direct public health impacts.”
PROPOSITION 23 PROTECTS ESSENTIAL PUBLIC SERVICES
By stopping higher energy costs, Proposition 23 helps protect 
funding when community budgets are dangerously stretched—keeping 





CARB’s unelected political appointees want to impose hidden taxes 
without voter approval. Proposition 23 lets voters, not bureaucrats, 
decide when we implement California’s costly global warming law.
Proposition 23’s common-sense, fiscally responsible approach is a 
win-win for California’s families, economy and environment.
JOIN TAXPAYERS, FIREFIGHTERS, LOCAL OFFICIALS, 
ENERGY COMPANIES, FARMERS AND BUSINESSES TO SAVE 
JOBS AND PROTECT CALIFORNIA’S ECONOMY.
YES ON PROPOSITION 23
Yeson23.com
KEVIN NIDA, President
California State Firefighters’ Association
JOHN KABATECK, Executive Director
National Federation of Independent Business/California
JON COUPAL, President














TEXAS OIL COMPANIES DESIGNED PROP. 23 to KILL 
CALIFORNIA CLEAN ENERGY and AIR POLLUTION 
STANDARDS.
Big Texas oil companies and state politicians who receive oil company 
money designed Prop. 23 to repeal clean energy and air pollution 
standards in California.
Those oil companies are spending millions on a DECEPTIVE 
CAMPAIGN to promote Prop. 23 because 23 would allow them and 
other polluters to escape accountability and increase their profits.
PROP. 23 is a DIRTY ENERGY PROPOSITION that MEANS 
MORE AIR POLLUTION and INCREASED HEALTH RISKS—
Vote NO.
Prop. 23’s main backers, the Valero and Tesoro oil companies, are 
among the worst polluters in California. They’re using 23 to repeal 
portions of the health and safety code that require them to reduce air 
pollution at their California refineries.
“Prop. 23 would result in more air pollution that would lead to more 
asthma and lung disease, especially in children and seniors. Vote NO.” 
—American Lung Association in California
PROP. 23 is a JOB KILLER—THREATENING HUNDREDS of 
THOUSANDS of CALIFORNIA JOBS.
Across California, clean energy companies are sprouting up and 
building wind and solar power facilities that provide us with clean 
power, built right here by California workers.
By repealing clean energy laws, Prop. 23 would put many of these 
California companies out of business, kill a homegrown industry that 





thousands of jobs.”—Sue Kateley, Executive Director, California Solar 
Energy Industries Association, representing more than 200 solar energy 
small businesses.




PROP. 23 WOULD JEOPARDIZE:
• 12,000 California-based clean energy businesses
• Nearly 500,000 existing California clean energy jobs
• More than $10 billion in private investment in California
PROP. 23 WOULD KEEP US ADDICTED to COSTLY OIL—
Vote NO.
By killing incentives for clean energy, 23 reduces choices for 
consumers already facing high gas and electricity costs.
“Prop. 23 would keep consumers stuck on costly oil and subject consumers 
to spiking energy prices.”—Consumers Union, publisher of Consumer 
Reports Magazine
OUR OIL ADDICTION THREATENS NATIONAL 
SECURITY. PROP. 23 MAKES IT WORSE.
Prop. 23 would harm efforts to reduce our dependence on foreign oil 
that comes from countries that support terrorism and are hostile to the 
United States.
JOIN PUBLIC HEALTH ADVOCATES, CLEAN ENERGY 
COMPANIES and SMALL BUSINESSES: VOTE NO on 23.
Prop. 23 is OPPOSED by:
• American Lung Association in California • Coalition for  
Clean Air • AARP • League of  Women Voters of California  
• More than 50 leading environmental organizations • LA 
Business Council • More than 200 solar and wind energy 
companies • Hundreds of other businesses across California





American Lung Association in California
LINDA ROSENSTOCK, M.D., Dean




Proposition 23 only impacts California’s global warming law. 
Opponents never mention global warming because the law won’t reduce 
global warming.
VOTERS HAVE A CHOICE
YES on 23 saves jobs, prevents energy tax increases, and helps 
families, while preserving California’s clean air and water laws.
NO on 23 imposes a massive energy tax on consumers, kills over a 
million jobs, and doesn’t reduce global warming.
PROPOSITION 23 PROTECTS THE ENVIRONMENT AND 
PUBLIC HEALTH
Proposition 23 temporarily postpones greenhouse gas regulations, 
which have no direct public health impacts. It doesn’t affect laws 




Other states without our global warming law have stronger wind 
energy and renewable fuels industries than California.
2.3 million Californians are unemployed and Prop. 23 will save over a 
million jobs that would otherwise be eliminated.
YES ON 23—CALIFORNIA CAN’T AFFORD NEW ENERGY TAXES
Proposition 23 saves poor and working families from $3800 annually 
in increased prices for everyday necessities, including HIGHER:
• electricity and natural gas bills • gasoline prices • food prices
YES ON 23—JOIN CONSUMERS, TAXPAYERS, SMALL 
BUSINESS AND FAMILIES
Proposition 23’s diverse coalition includes:
• California State Firefighters Association • California 
Small Business Association • National Tax Limitation 







BRAD MITZELFELT, Governing Board Member
Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District
J. ANDREW CALDWELL, Executive Director
The Coalition of Labor, Agriculture & Business
JAMES W. KELLOGG, International Representative
United Association of Journeymen and Apprentices of the Plumbing 
 and Pipe Fitting Industry
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TEXT OF PROPOSED LAWS (PROPOSITION 22 CONTINUED)
Section 10. Continuous Appropriations.
The provisions of Sections 6, 6.1, 7, 7.1, and 8 of this act that 
require a continuous appropriation to the Controller without regard 
to fiscal year are intended to be “appropriations made by law” 
within the meaning of Section 7 of Article XVI of the California 
Constitution.
Section 11. Liberal Construction.
The provisions of this act shall be liberally construed in order to 
effectuate its purposes.
Section 12. Conflicting Statutes.
Any statute passed by the Legislature between October 21, 2009 
and the effective date of this measure, that would have been 
prohibited if this measure were in effect on the date it was enacted, 
is hereby repealed.
Section 13. Conflicting Ballot Measures.
In the event that this measure and another measure or measures 
relating to the direction or redirection of revenues dedicated to 
funding services provided by local governments or transportation 
projects or services, or both, appear on the same statewide election 
ballot, the provisions of the other measure or measures shall be 
deemed to be in conflict with this measure. In the event that this 
measure shall receive a greater number of affirmative votes, the 
provisions of this measure shall prevail in their entirety, and the 
provisions of the other measure or measures shall be null and void.
Section 14. Severability.
It is the intent of the People that the provisions of this act are 
severable and that if any provision of this act or the application 
thereof to any person or circumstance, is held invalid, such 
invalidity shall not affect any other provision or application of this 
act which can be given effect without the invalid provision or 
application.
PROPOSITION 23
This initiative measure is submitted to the people in accordance 
with the provisions of Section 8 of Article II of the California 
Constitution.
This initiative measure adds a section to the Health and Safety 
Code; therefore, new provisions proposed to be added are printed 
in italic type to indicate that they are new.
PROPOSED LAW
California Jobs Initiative 
SECTION 1. STATEMENT OF FINDINGS 
(a) In 2006, the Legislature and Governor enacted a sweeping 
environmental law, AB 32. While protecting the environment is of 
utmost importance, we must balance such regulation with the 
ability to maintain jobs and protect our economy. 
(b) At the time the bill was signed, the unemployment rate in 
California was 4.8 percent. California’s unemployment rate has 
since skyrocketed to more than 12 percent. 
(c) Numerous economic studies predict that complying with 
AB 32 will cost Californians billions of dollars with massive 
increases in the price of gasoline, electricity, food and water, 
further punishing California consumers and households. 
(d) California businesses cannot drive our economic recovery 
and create the jobs we need when faced with billions of dollars in 
new regulations and added costs; and 
(e) California families being hit with job losses, pay cuts and 
furloughs cannot afford to pay the increased prices that will be 
passed onto them as a result of this legislation right now. 
SEC. 2. STATEMENT OF PURPOSE 
The people desire to temporarily suspend the operation and 
implementation of AB 32 until the state’s unemployment rate 
returns to the levels that existed at the time of its adoption. 
SEC. 3. Division 25.6 (commencing with Section 38600) is 
added to the Health and Safety Code, to read: 
DIVISION 25.6. SUSPENSION OF AB 32
38600. (a) From and after the effective date of this division, 
Division 25.5 (commencing with Section 38500) of the Health and 
Safety Code is suspended until such time as the unemployment rate 
in California is 5.5 percent or less for four consecutive calendar 
quarters. 
(b) While suspended, no state agency shall propose, promulgate, 
or adopt any regulation implementing Division 25.5 (commencing 
with Section 38500) and any regulation adopted prior to the 
effective date of this division shall be void and unenforceable until 
such time as the suspension is lifted.
PROPOSITION 24
This initiative measure is submitted to the people in accordance 
with the provisions of Section 8 of Article II of the California 
Constitution.
This initiative measure amends and repeals sections of the 
Revenue and Taxation Code; therefore, existing provisions 
proposed to be deleted are printed in strikeout type and new 
provisions proposed to be added are printed in italic type to indicate 
that they are new.
PROPOSED LAW
SECTION 1. Title 
This act shall be known as the “Repeal Corporate Tax Loopholes 
Act.”
SEC. 2. Findings and Declarations
The people of the State of California find and declare that:
1. The State of California is in the midst of the worst financial 
crisis since the Great Depression. State revenues have plummeted, 
millions of Californians have lost their jobs, and hundreds of 
thousands of California homes have been lost in foreclosure sales. 
Projections suggest it could be many years before the state and its 
citizens recover. 
2. To cope with the fiscal crisis, in 2008 and 2009 the Legislature 
and Governor raised taxes paid by the people of this state: the 
personal income tax, the state sales tax, and vehicle license fees. 
Yet at the same time they passed three special corporate tax breaks 
that give large corporations nearly $2 billion a year in state 
revenues.
3. No public hearings were held and no public notice was given 
before these corporate tax breaks were passed by the Legislature 
and signed into law by the Governor. 
4. Corporations get these tax breaks without any requirements 
to create new jobs or to stop shipping current jobs overseas. 
5. These loopholes benefit the biggest of corporations with 
gross incomes of over $1 billion. One study estimates that 80 
percent of the benefits from the first loophole will go to just 0.1 
percent of all California corporations. Similarly, estimates are that 
87 percent of the benefits from one tax break will go to just 229 
companies, each of which has gross income over $1 billion. 
6. At the same time it created these corporate loopholes, the 
Legislature and Governor enacted $31 billion in cuts to the state 
budget—decimating funding for public schools and colleges, 
eliminating health care services to our neediest citizens, closing 
